252                 HERBERT BKEllIIOHM TREE

personality. What did ho care for 11 iggins or Hamlet ? His real
objective was his arnamig self. That also was Shakespear's
objective in Hamlet; but, Shakospear was not Tree, and there-
fore Hamlet could novor be io Tree what Hamlet was to Shake-
spear. For with all his cleverness in the disguises of the actor's
dressing-room, Tree was no mere character act or. The character
actor never dares to appear frankly in his own person; he is the
victim of a mortal shyness that agoni/os and paralyses him when
his mask is stripped oil and his cothurnus snatched from beneath
his feet. Tree, on the contrary, broke through all Ms stage
disguises: they were his robes of state ; and lie was never happier
than when he stepped in front of I ho curtain and spoke in his own
Immensity to the audience, if not as deep calling unto deep (for
the audience could not play up to him as splendidly as that), at
least as a monarch, to his court iers,

1 trust in this volume ho may find his bard, as IJliiston found
Charles Lamb* It is my misfortune that I cannot do him justice,
because, as author and actor, wo two wore rivals who regarded
one another as usurpers. Happily, no bones were broken in the
encounter; and if then*, is any malice in my description of it, I
hope I have explained sufficiently to enable the reader to make the
necessary allowance and correction,
December t 1919*